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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-24 have been examined. 

Response to Amendment 
The Amendment filed 8/25/10 on is sufficient to overcome the prior rejection. 
However, a new rejection has been made. Please note the change of the rejection from 
102 to 103 and the addition of the Kontogouris reference. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Agrawal 
(20040098313) in view of Kontogouris (20020082910). 

Claims 16, 1 , 10: Agrawal discloses a method of conducting commerce via an 
electronic communications network in which a second website advertises via a first 
website, the method comprising: 

requesting access to a second website from a first website; 

requiring receipt by the second website of an access operation input; and 

providing a destination page from the second website after receipt of the access 
operation input, the destination page providing data pertaining to a product or service 
for sale via the second website (Figure 22). 
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Also, notice in Agrawal that the system can proceed to the merchant website or 
back to the associate website (Figure 22; [103], notice the incorporation by reference to 
6,029,141) 

Examiner notes that Applicant's Specification states that the code can be entered 
by the user or computer ([15]). 

Additionally, on 8/25/10, Applicant added new features to the independent 
claims: "cause an interim landing page to be displayed: 

require receipt by the second website of an access operation input via the interim 
landing page: and 

allow access to a destination page having the content from the second website 
after receipt of the access operation input." 

Also, on page 8 of the Applicant's 8/25/10 comments, in regards to these claim 
features, Applicant states, "Conversely, the claims require that the access operation 
occurs before the content from the second website is accessed . [Applicant's 
underlining]". 

Agrawal does not explicitly disclose an interim page between the first website 
and a second webpage where an access operation input is required via the interim 
page. However, Agrawal discloses requiring passwords ([74]) and interim webpages 
(Figure 22; [191, 197]). Agrawal does not explicitly disclose that the interim page 
requires a password/passcode/access operation input or that the interim page occurs 
between the first website and second webpage. However, Kontogouris discloses an 
interim page between the first website and a second webpage where an access 
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operation input is required via the interim page (Figs. 1-3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12; [57-61]; 
Note that the proper answer in Fig. 12 and the use of user passwords/passcodes in Fig. 
7, item 10; Fig. 8; and [58] function as the access operation input). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to add Kontogouris interim webpage between the first and second webpage to 
Agrawal's interim webpage. One would have been motivated to do this in order to 
better present content of interest in a manner considered more timely or to better check 
user access rights. Alternatively, the MPEP states that changes in sequence or 
rearrangement of parts is obvious (MPEP21 44.04. IV.C. and MPEP21 44.04 .VI.C. ). 
Hence, it is obvious that the location of the interim webpage in Agrawal can be moved 
around to different timing points or between different webpage presentation times. 
Alternatively, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the features of the two inventions since the claimed 
invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element 
merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were 
predictable. 

Also, in further regards to claim 10, the proper answer in Fig. 12 of Kontogouris 
or the user of passwords/passcodes by Kontogouris (Note the use of user 
passwords/passcodes in and Fig. 7, item 10; Fig. 8; and [58]) functions as the claimed 
access code. 
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Claims 2, 11, 17: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 further 
comprising: counting the number of times correct access operation inputs are received 
by the second website; and generating a click count corresponding to the number of 
correct access 
operations ([103]). 

Claims 3, 12, 18: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 2 further 
comprising: using the click count corresponding to the number of correct access 
operations as the basis for 

determining a fee owned on a pay-by-click basis by the second website to the 
first website ([103]). 

Claims 4, 13, 19: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 2 further 
comprising: reporting the click count to the first website ([103]). 

Claims 5, 20: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 further 
comprising: entering into a pay-by-click advertising agreement between the first 
website and the second 
website ([103]). 

Claims 6, 14, 21: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 further 
comprising: providing an interim landing page (Figure 22; [191, 197]). Notice that the 
confirmation page acts as an interim page. 

Claims 7, 22: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 6 further 
comprising: supplying Internet address identifying information from the second website 
corresponding to the interim landing page (Figure 22; [191, 197]). 
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Claims 8, 23: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 6 further 
comprising: user selection of the identifying information to signal the second website to 
provide the interim landing page data to the user making the selection (Figure 22; [191, 
1 97]). Notice that the user selects or interacts with the interim/confirmation page. 

Claims 9, 24, 15: Agrawal discloses the method as recited in claim 1 wherein the 
first website comprises an advertising provider website and the second website 
comprises an Internet commerce website (Figure 22; associate and merchant). 
Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Please note the change of the rejection 
from 102 to 103 and the addition of the Kontogouris reference. 

On 8/25/10, Applicant added new features to the independent claims: 
"cause an interim landing page to be displayed; 

require receipt by the second website of an access operation input via the interim 
landing page: and 

allow access to a destination page having the content from the second website 
after receipt of the access operation input." 

On page 8, in regards to these claim features, Applicant states, "Conversely, the 
claims require that the access operation occurs before the content from the second 
website is accessed . [Applicant's underlining]". 

Agrawal does not explicitly disclose an interim page between the first website 
and a second webpage where an access operation input is required via the interim 
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page. However, Agrawal discloses requiring passwords ([74]) and interim webpages 
(Figure 22; [191, 197]). Agrawal does not explicitly disclose that the interim page 
requires a password/passcode/access operation input or that the interim page occurs 
between the first website and second webpage. However, Kontogouris discloses an 
interim page between the first website and a second webpage where an access 
operation input is required via the interim page (Figs. 1-3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12; [57-61]; 
Note that the proper answer in Fig. 12 and the use of user passwords/passcodes in Fig. 
7, item 10; Fig. 8; and [58] function as the access operation input). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to add Kontogouris interim webpage between the first and second webpage to 
Agrawal's interim webpage. One would have been motivated to do this in order to 
better present content of interest in a manner considered more timely or to better check 
user access rights. Alternatively, the MPEP states that changes in sequence or 
rearrangement of parts is obvious (MPEP21 44.04. IV.C. and MPEP21 44.04 .VI.C. ). 
Hence, it is obvious that the location of the interim webpage in Agrawal can be moved 
around to different timing points or between different webpage presentation times. 
Alternatively, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the features of the two inventions since the claimed 
invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element 
merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were 
predictable. 
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Also, in further regards to claim 10, the proper answer in Fig. 12 of Kontogouris 
or the user of passwords/passcodes by Kontogouris (Note the use of user 
passwords/passcodes in and Fig. 7, item 10; Fig. 8; and [58]) functions as the claimed 
access code. 

Conclusion 

The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure: 

a) Keller (5821933; Figures 3, 5, 6, 9) and Jalili (6209104; Figures 5, 8, 9) disclose the 
user entering a graphical challenge password in order to proceed; 

b) Isikawa, Granik, Zuili disclose click fraud and preventing click fraud by confirmation 
codes and pages; 

c) Kontogouris and Hamzy and Auxier disclose the user entering an answer before 
being allowed to proceed towards a desired page. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arthur Duran whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6718. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri, 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Arthur Duran 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3622 

/Arthur Duran/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3622 
9/21/10 



